Appi, \'o. ii;/5i)7,264 932.067 
Amdt. dated November 7, 20(56 
Response to OlHi;^ Action of June 7. 2{)0o 

REMARKS 

f Rvjspfns*. ij, m rt'p!y fo Uk Office \cimi niaiicd on Trnc " 20o( r aim's . a^id arc 
f t Jdjng, cknr ^ is nc^" 1j added Si^ppoii toi ckim 3 can be found \n tno soccit\at on auu 
i ! V. w s lui i inct>oji^ v\5thoitt a roa>' i. \ ? <vt 1 i 

oocii i ds.L sritx V ii. ^oKt, iAe?a{iof! oi the tunendnients and to! ow ing leui.^ spi,;. iai \\ 

requested. 

C Um I sidiid'* rejected under 35 ISC 102(t,) ai> anticipated bv Kiko (0 S P^itent No 
7,003,1 02 K 1 he rejectiosi. is respectlully traversed 

i \ i vs >[ at he n ascs the <.sa rsc<>} ponor s 2pp% ..iii w-^s rorU 

aa Jogxvv*! tc.cp o>\Q iJi^ k>jC J \v5thk^uf usi»ig aa oMcnul pov li supps) oi !rdop!-nucnt uuv 
vtmiiadistuicUc-i, K>ko cioarh uj^b aii extcnial power supplv ami does not re!> j*oieh on tno 

vntol power srpp'v and busc^ from thv telephone line The KAo &vstem, m eontra&t to the 
4,. Sv-dsneKor i-^cs ny iiv.n* il extcsral ,xnso'-s )r \ to p'Os k ^ croat'l wiiLi<f^ 
ss ve lal^ole'-jhore.^ct^SccI neftwo^t'omeitci L iik 214 Fyiuc 2 j \:bO ' . k uc-^.iptjo'^ 
tT ct h u o staliation taaght b> Kiko u is clear that an alternate pov^e^ 'supi* > to tlu -^nof l 
h.K iS t\ckt anis^ {^oi 1 2, imeb 20-2{?). Accordingly, Kiko does not anticipate xht Cxanrtd 
mventton. 

Rs:;:as > ^ J ted Un) ^ tho cLh 1. 1^; p i ^'-^ nk ^^MCt r kp^n> s l os i 
'.I '! > s S .it V. u !i It.. . lie o%ci iftc piioi &A j\ thai ii explKifh JCvtU^ t lo. ^n^. a' iv-lI 
'-^stoni ooes not ieOx3. « gateuav module aiid can functiotj simp!> by j i&tailmg ihe oesiteb oa .he 
p.vnc fio Tlx K.'upbci*;; and et+lcicncv oi the ciainied <-v*5iem ^n is ahjlit> to pro\ ido a 
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iv v,<^ k -.^j^i; ;,N\^'^;s;j fU!a,si! uciuse scpd'-aies li from ihe prior ml. A..coi-aK!i.'.>. oL-ns > 
patentabl©. 

In view of the ai-gutrscnts presented above. Examiner is requesned to reconsuler the 
rejeclipn. 
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CONClAMUm 

Iir view of Hie arguments presented above, it is suboiitted lliat tlie Examiner's re|ectians 
have been overcome and should bt^ withdrawn. The applicauon shouM now be M condition for 
aliowance. 

Oii 0 *i v^^^^iiisics !.ot tiie t kmjs .indoi s>pt.Cil!i.ati h ^ i^i ' (.t' neco <5i«\ to f ^ 
.pi1ic< Krj ^vordition rfraUo\\ a ice the Examiner IS r^sj:octh i K^ie ttu o co.it ivL 
uncersigned t« asscuss the same- 

Thi Rcs^ionsc is bcmg filed wdi a Pet tioii fbt a two-mo ith extei Man of tm>^ I toe 
tivit V ^ s u ■> no ^ k M ! qu r >. loi 1 in $ V 5 -n n 'i e 
' t a J .".at! ^ Oi .v<. is spec *!cal \ .d*h> fvd to chu^gt. ^ icii .ec . iXpov i \(„.oa5 1 
No 23 2820 i 1 tae i aw of (U i BLOCK SCiiORR & SO! (S-COIIFN IIP An caih and 
iiivora?jie aetioa ob tsemsi-jts is earaestlv solicited. 

Respectfufly stibmmed. 
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